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remarks: 

Applicants 'h&M earaMly reviewed the A|p]ieation: in light of the Qffiei? Action dated 
September 25, 2006, Claims 1A18 are peHrlihg and stand rejected, F»t the reasons providod 
below, Appheauts submit that fee pemi'mg claims are patentai>i>' tftstingaisha^ie aver the cited 
releroneo: Therein s :> Applicants rospeeiildly request t cmmMmMim anil feor sole ast&m in this 
ease. 

Specrffcatfon - Oc-rscral Comments 

In regards to the iipminccs comments of claim 9 and 1.0, AppMMM$ submit that ©iakn 9 
recites rleterruoting a type of payment used by the customer,: not that a payment is necessarily 
perflated in claim t, Accordinglyv Ajppt&aste subxsit that d&ufe!l& i^:^feri«- iu mxrrmi mm 

Tie EKamtesr hfss rejected oSahm 1-28 under i 02(e) as hemg anticipated by !J.$, Patent 
No. e#e giOO B2 f mmrh hi addndom claims Wm are rejected under 102(b) as being 
anticipated % WO 97/246E9 pTin^teonrA Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections: tor 
the Ibliowing regsocs. 

For example. Independent claim 20 recites, in part, "providing the services to the 
customer at the modified price regardless of whether the customer pareteses any raeiT For the 
teaching of this linntaiioo, hhe Examiner testes several passages fmm WBsm and OionMm that 
teach applying loyalty points to a customers purchase in response to a fueling transaction, Bnt 
Applicants snbmhtbat the Office Acfkm feils to consider each and every wosxi of Glainv 1, vi All 
words in a claim mm ^-f^m^mM-S^m- mmmm&V4ftm against the prior 
art/' \ih.P,.P. | 2143,03 (citing In re Wthvm 424 V.2d 1382, 165 RS.P.Q. 494, 490 CCC.P.A. 
t97§;»« M judging the patentability of Claim 1, the OiSee Action falls to consider ah least! the 
phrase ''regardl ess of whether the customer purchases any iiieh" 

The passages cited from MUwh in contrast merely teach applying loyalty points to a 
purchase of products or services in response to a. tolihg transaction.. ABSTRACT, During a 



A£»He«ai : Gad R, Jacobs Attorney's Dock* No.: ISS2&15SO01 iFE-d0d>3&\ 

Serial No. : i6m3Mt 

mm : 3$ww&$am 

Page : 9 of t0 



iMbg t«aetk«;i 5 dispeuaet 18 may pnjsefvtpufcliasijlg oppottmilties though display Ml As 
a tm&< s< fe«3g faeiatg pprMferL te.ei^0»*er : ^j-4e^fe m order a few iterrts tmm fee QSE 
tmm displays! at fee dispenser 18." Col. 1 1, Ifees 59-61; Cot. .12, tines 59-60; Cot, IS S tfees 
2:1 , In detenrdrung whether to apply loyalty /pomts to: fee to^'BaclioiT.. dispenser 18 ifeerrogaies., 
esfeg the dispemer interrogator 52, a traus|Kmder associated wife the easterner to detCEufete 
fefessr stored l&y&Uf pomM or m idenfefeir that the central cou0x>l system SO can use to determine 
the customers loyally points. Col- \% lines 36-40 and 60-63; Col 15, does 21-36. In either 
ease, upplieadoe. of the loyalty pofets to a. purchase of products or sereices requires a .feeling 
transaction-: Similarly, the passages cited by the Examiner .from Giordano teach preaentfeg 
rewards to the eostoomr through fee dispenser 14 during a feeling trausaetiorc Thus, nmlhrn- 
mm tm Gkmhm expressly disclose detetminfeg a modified price for scry ices as a (femtkM 

■ML Accordingly, Applicants: request:: reconsideration and allowance of claim 20 and its 
dependents- 

Independent Qw.i,i^.^.^J*W^ ftg* m sfmilats. alfeeugb not IdeMleal, 
to fee limitation of indepet?deat claim 20 discussed above, Ttefke, these claims as well as 
their depeodems are allowable ®t |^^^Qg^ W-m^4iMi^,ifem«-^ connection with 
ehfeo 20. 
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&»plteams havg; now made an earnest attempt m place this mm -in mmtiitim for 
allowance. For the foregoing reasons, and for MM: reasons dearly apparent, AppheaMs 
respeer&lly regu est full -Alkmrnm ©f all Claims* 

If the prosern aps^leatfon is not allowed aad/br if one or mom of the rojeetfom k 
mmM^mA Applicants im&by mUm » telephone eonierehce with the: Bsmhsw and fefther 
rerruest that the Examiner contact the uodemgned attorney to schedule the telephone conference. 

No fees are believed to be due, However, please spply any defieieneies or ;my other 
required fees or .my credits to deposit account 06-1050, reffereoemg the attorney docket nunfoer 
shown above. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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